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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The action is responsive to applicant's amendment filed on 12/07/09. Claim 9 is 
cancelled. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claim 1 , 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 10 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual Inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co.. 383 U.S. 1. 148 
USPQ 459 (1966) . that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: (See MPEP Ch. 
2141) 

a. Determining the scope and contents of the prior art; 

b. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims in issue; 

c. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art; and 

d. Evaluating evidence of secondary considerations for indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 
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4. Claim 1, 2, 3, 4, 7, 8, 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Einola et al., US Pat No. 6771964 B1. in view of Rasanen, 
Juha., US Pub No. 20020045477 Al 

Re claim 1, Einola discloses a method of a node of a communications 
network comprising at least a first access network and a second access network 
for enabling a user equipment to access said communications network , wherein 
the first and second access networks have at least a partially overlapping service 
area, and wherein the user equipment located in a partially overlapping service 
area can be transferred from the first to the second access network(col 2, lines 
55 - 64, where Einola discloses a handover (transfer of service) from an 
overlapping serving and neighborhood network (first and second access 
network); col 3, lines 13 - 15, a multi mode mobile station capable of 
communicating with different wireless networks), said method comprising the 
following steps: 

receiving in a node an indication of a request for transferring at least one user 
equipment from said first access network to said second access network (col 2, 
line 65 - col 3, line 12, provided with information (indication of a request to 
transfer at least one user equipment) ... may be handed over to another network; 
also see col 3, lines 38 - 65, message (indication) is sent to the serving wireless 
network (first access network);, 

checking a transfer permission parameter value associated to a user equipment, 
determining that the transfer permission parameter value indicates that a transfer 
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of the associated user equipment is permitted (col 3, line 66 - col 4, line 2, 
permission for the user to utilize the neighboring wireless network), 
determining that the transfer permission parameter value indicates that the user 
equipment belongs to a group of user equipment, for which a preferred access 
network has been defined (col 3, line 66 - col 4, line 2; col 6, lines 24 - 35 Einola 
discloses that preference parameter include GSM preferred, implies that user 
equipment belongs to a GSM group of equipment that GSM preferred access 
networks is defined), and 

initiating, based on the determination, the transfer of the user equipment from the 
first to the second access network (col 3, line 31 - 34). Einola discloses the 
claimed invention including that the MSG is a core network node (col 2, line 65) 
but does not explicitly disclose the BSC as a core network node. Rasanen in 
analogous art discloses a method in a core network of a communication, 
comprising a first access network and a second access network, for enabling a 
user equipment to access said communication network, wherein the first and 
second access networks have at least a partially overlapping service area, and 
wherein the user equipment located in a partially overlapping service area can be 
transferred from the first to the second access network (abstract, fig 1 ). Rasanen 
further discloses that MSG and BSG are of the core network (paragraph [38]) and 
has MSG (core node) analyzing request for transferring a user equipment and 
initiates the handover (paragraph [75]). It would therefore have been obvious to a 
person having ordinary skills in the art, at the time of the invention was made, to 
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incorporate tlie teacliing of Rasanen into the disclosure of Einola, liaving a core 
node disclosed by Rasanen performing all the steps disclosed by Einola so as to 
efficient interwork between different radio access network (paragraph [16]). 

The rejection of claim 1 is incorporated herein. Claims 2, 3, 4 depend on 
claim 1 and only further limitations will be addressed below. 

Re claim 2, Einola in view of Rasanen discloses that the access network 
operates according to the standards defined for Global System for Mobile 
Communication, Wide-band Code Division Multiple Access (fig 1, ref 12, 28, 
Einola disclose a GSM and UMTS network) 

Re claim 3, Einola in view of Rasanen discloses that the group of user 
equipment for which a preferred access network has been defined comprises 
user equipment with service capability limited to services with correspond to 
services supported on the second network (col 6, lines 24 - 38, from the 
disclosure of Einola, when the serving network (first access network) is a GSM 
network, and the preference parameter of UMTS preferred) 

Re claim 4, Einola in view of Rasanen discloses that the group of user 
equipment for which a preferred access network has been defined comprises 
user equipment associated with service capabilities limited to services which 
correspond to services supported by the second network (col 3, line 66 - col 4, 
line 2, permission of the user; col 6, lines 24 - 41, subscriber's preferred 
connection properties and other subscription data) 
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Re claim 7, it is drawn to the apparatus by the corresponding method 
claim 1 and is rejected for the same reasons as above. 

The rejection of claim 7 is incorporated herein. Claim 8 depends on claim 
7 and only further limitations will be addressed below. 

Re claim 8, It Is drawn to the apparatus by the corresponding method 
claim 1 and Is rejected for the same reasons as above. 

Re claim 10, it is drawn to the apparatus by the corresponding method 
claim 1 and is rejected for the same reasons as above 
5. Claims 5 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Einola et al., US Pat No. 6771964 B1 in view of Rasanen, Juha., US Pub 
No. 20020045477 Al, as applied in claim 1 above, and further in view of 
Lescuyer, Pierre., European Pub No. 1257141 Al. 

The rejection of claim 1 Is Incorporated herein. Claims 5 and 6 depend on claim 1 
and only further limitations will be addressed below. 

Re claim 5, Einola in view of Rasanen discloses wherein the group user 
equipment for which a preferred access network has been defined comprises 
user equipment associated with a subscription for which services are permitted 
(col 3, line 66 - col 4, line 2; col 6, lines 24 - 41). Einola Is silent on the services 
not supported by the first network. Lescuyer in analogous art discloses a method 
of operating at least a first and second access networks where the mobile phone 
sends a indication of a request for transfer of at least one user equipment to the 
first access network and the first network decides and initiate transfer based on 
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the request (see abstract) so as to allow change of RAT even between 
uncoordinated radio access networks (paragraph [11]). Lescuyer further 
discloses that a mobile may be able to detect the pilot or beacon or the presence 
of a HIPERLAN local area network and the user decides to switch to this network 
if the current download rate is too slow on the current system or the file is too big 
and the HIPERLAN alternative (service that is not supported by the first network) 
is likely to provide a faster solution (paragraph [13]). It would have been obvious 
to a person having ordinary skills in the art, at the time of the invention, to 
incorporate the teaching of Lescuyer into the disclosure of Einola, to have 
services not supported by the first network so as to allow change of RAT even 
between uncoordinated radio access networks. 

Re claim 6, the combined teaching of Einola in view of Rasanen and 
further in view of Lescuyer, as a whole, discloses that the group of user 
equipment for which a preferred access network has been defined comprises 
user equipment with service capacities corresponding to services (Einola: col 6, 
lines 24 - 41) that are not supported by the first network (paragraph [13], the file 
is too big and the HIPERLAN alternative is likely to provide a quicker solution). 

Conclusion 

6. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
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§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 
37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed 
within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory 
action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory 
period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory 
action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be 
calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will 
the statutory pehod for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Contact Information 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to OPIRIBO GEORGEWILL whose telephone 
number is (571)270-7926. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday 

through Thursday, 9:00am - 5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Lewis G. West can be reached on (571)272-7859. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR 
only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/OPIRIBO GEORGEWILU 
Examiner, Art Unit 2617 



/Lewis G. West/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art 
Unit 2617 



